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‘ CONVENTION PROCEEDINGS 38TH ANNUAL MEETING 


ANNUAL MEETING OF THE FLORIDA STATE BAR ASSOCIATION, HELD 
IN THE BALLROOM, HOTEL GEORGE WASHINGTON, JACKSON- 
VILLE, FLORIDA, COMMENCING AT NINE THIRTY O’CLOCK A. M., 
MONDAY, MARCH 19, A. D. 1945. 


HONORABLE WARREN L. JONES, President, Presiding. 
LEWIS H. TRIBBLE, ESQUIRE, Secretary. 


THE PRESIDENT: The Convention will come to order, gentlemen. 


The Invocation opening our Convention, will be given by the Reverend 
Eugene C. Few, Pastor, Riverside Park Methodist Church. 
... Invocation by the Reverend Eugene C. Few. 


THE PRESIDENT: In compliance with time-honored custom, the Con- 
vention, again, is to be welcomed to Jacksonville. It is my pleasure to present 
the Manager of the Jacksonville Chamber of Commerce, the Honorable William 
S. Johnson. Go ahead, Bill. (Applause.) 

... Mr. Johnson welcomed the convention. 

(Applause.) 

THE PRESIDENT: Thank you Bill. To that very cordial address of 
welcome, we will hear a response by Past President Dan Redfearn of Miami. 

Mr. Redfearn responded to the address of welcome. 

THE PRESIDENT: Thank you for your most cordial and gracious re- 
sponse. 

The Constitution of our Association requires that the conferences of the 
Bar Delegates shall meet on the day preceding the meeting of the annual con- 
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vention. That has not been done. If that is a matter for the impeachment of 
your officers and Board of Governors, this would be the time and place to 
consider it. If that course is not to be pursued, then I will call the conference 
of the Bar Delegates to order, and suggest that I may receive a motion that it 
remain in session until the adjournment of the convention. 


MR. GARRETT: Iso move. 
THE PRESIDENT: Is there a second? 
MR. WEHILE: Seconded. 


THE PRESIDENT: The motion having been duly made and seconded, all 
in favor will signify by saying “Aye.” 
. There was a chorus of ayes. 


THE PRESIDENT: The motion is carried. 


At this time, I had expected to ask the immediate Past President, J. Harris 
Drew, to preside and introduce the President of the Association, while we com- 
plied with the Constitutional requirement that the President deliver an ad- 
dress. Harris had a case set before Judge Holland, with witnesses attending 
from as far away as Minnesota, and he felt that it would not be proper for him 
to ask for a continuance and he doubted that it would be granted if he had. 
So, it is now my privilege and my pleasure to turn the gavel over to his pre- 
decessor, Past President Gurney. 


MR. GURNEY: Warren Jones, and Fellow Members of the Association: 


Of course, it is regrettable, at least, as far as I am concerned, that Harris 
is not able to be here. On the other hand, I really welcome this opportunity to 
introduce the President of the Association for the purpose of making his Con- 
stitutional address. 


During this year of confusion, there is no doubt that we have had a sturdy 
hand and a steady heart in charge. The year’s activities have been marked 
with a confidence and with a belief, a firm belief, that all matters were well in 
hand, and receiving proper and adequate attention. The progress of any or- 
ganization in tempo and in direction is entirely dependent upon its leadership. 
We have no lack of leadership in this Association. You have honored the Pres- 
ident of this Association with this delegation of trust and confidence. He has 
honored you in the discharge of that obligation and that trust. He has hon- 
ored you by a distinguished service in a most difficult period, the evidence of 
which we need not go outside of this room this morning to find. He is a terse 
gentleman, and goes in for action more than he does description. He is not as 
terse as the New England couple that I heard about, who parked out on the 
side of the road one night, and he said to her—he said, ‘“‘Well, do you neck?” 
And, she said, ‘“‘No, but you have talked me into it.” Not quite so terse, but, 
certainly, he wastes no time in unnecessary conversation. You will have oc- 
casion, in the years to come, to be proud of the work that he has done this year, 
with your cooperation. We also are proud of the work the he has done in the 
past before he was rewarded with this present honor. For fear that this intro- 
duction may prove to be of a length greater than his address, I must conclude. 


I present him, and we are all proud of him. Warren Jones. 
(Applause.) 


THE PRESIDENT: Thank you, Tom. 


The Constitution and By-Laws of our Association require the President to 
deliver an address at the opening of the Annual Meeting. I bow to the man- © 
date. It is not prescribed that the address shall be long, and I shall be brief. 
We have much to accomplish today, and so I hope that those who speak upon 
the matters before us will also be as brief as the circumstance will allow. 
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I think that no one who has been honored by the Presidency of the Asso- 
ciation can fully appreciate the magnitude of the work which is carried on for 
the Association by its Committees. I wish that I might take the time to pay 
tribute to those who have sacrificed their time and themselves in rendering 
service to their profession and to this Association. 


The year has not been an easy one. Travel conditions, united with bur- 
dens of public service and demands of clients, have made impossible the meet- 
ings of Committees that would otherwise have been held. Yet the work of the 
Association has gone forward. Progress has been achieved. 


Among other things we shall today consider the Guardianship Act, Adjudi- 
cation and Restoration Statute and Amendments to the Probate Act, submitted 
by Dan Redfearn and his Committee; amendments to the Chancery Act, pro- 
posed by the Committee of which Edward McCarthy, Jr., is Chairman; and a 
bill to define the practice of law and to provide penalties for unauthorized 
practice, which come from the Unauthorized Practice Committee of which 
George E. Turner is Chairman. 


The Supreme Court has not yet ,so far as I am advised, made any decision 
with respect to the proposed interpretation or modification of the rules gov- 
erning admissions to the Bar. This matter was presented at the beginning of 
this Administration by James Booth, Chairman of the Committee on Legal 
Education and Admission to the Bar. The Supreme Court has, in the past few 
days, rendered an opinion on the rules proposed by the Committee on Civil 
Procedure. I leave to the Chairman of the Committee, Julius F. Parker, to 
tell you what the Court has said. 


The War Activities Committee has ably continued under the Chairmanship 
of C. H. Earnest the work so well begun under the leadership of Charles A. 
Mitchell. The Committee on Refresher Courses, now headed by Russell A. 
Rasco, will be prepared for a program adaptable to the needs of our brothers 
in the Armed Services when they return. 


I am sure that all of you concur in the action of the Board of Governors in 
restricting the attendance at this meeting. I am not sure I should expect you 
to concur in the manner by which the attendance was allocated, but at the 
time it was done it seemed to be the thing to do. 

You will remember that at our last meeting the term for which your offi- 
cers served was changed so that our year now begins on July first, and to that 
date your present officers and committee members will serve. 

In spite of the handicaps under which we labor, the work of the Associa- 
tion is going forward. When we can regain the strength of those of our mem- 
bers, now in uniform, we shall press forward with an energy heretofore un- 
known toward the accomplishment of goals beyond anything heretofore 
planned. 

I thank you. 

(Applause.) 

MR. GURNEY: Thank you, Mr. President, and I yield the gavel. 

THE PRESIDENT: The preliminaries having been disposed of, we will 
now tersely go to work. 


The first order of our business is to hear the report of the Secretary and 
‘Treasurer, Mr. Tribble. 


SECRETARY TRIBBLE: Mr. President, this is the annual report of the 
Treasurer, which will be published in the next issue of the Bar Journal. The 
report is in the nature of an audit by C. F. Greene of Tallahassee. 


... The report of the Secretary and Treasurer Mr. Tribble was then read. 


150 FLORIDA LAW JOURNAL 


It is interesting to note that the balance in bank as of March Ist, 1944, 
was $2,636.22; balance in bank, this year, same time, $2,836.22, an increase of 
exactly two hundred dollars. 

I respectfully submit this report. 

MR. GARRETT: I move its approval. 

MR. WEHILE: I second the motion. 

THE PRESIDENT: On motion for approval of the secretary and treas- 
urer’s report, it having been duly seconded, all in favor will signify by saying 
Aye. 

... Chorus of Ayes. 

THE PRESIDENT: The report is approved. 

Can you tell us, Mr. Tribble, what our membership is as of today, or ap- 
proximately what it is? 

MR. TRIBBLE: Iam sorry. I don’t have those records with me but it 
is approximately eleven hundred. 

THE PRESIDENT: Thank you. 

We come now to Consideration of Proposed Amendments to the Associa- 
tion Constitution and By-Laws. 

The first of these was. discussed at the last Convention and has to do with 
the number of and selection of the Board of Governors. The proposals, briefly, 
is that the Board of Governors be enlarged to include one member from each 
Judicial Circuit rather than one member from each Congressional District, as 
is presently provided. 

Mr. Secretary, will you please read the proposed amendment. 

... The Secretary then read the proposal referred to, which is in words 
and figures following, to-wit: 


PROPOSED CONSTITUTIONAL AMENDMENT INCREASING 
SIZE OF THE BOARD OF GOVERNORS. 


Article VI, Section 1, be amended to read as follows: 


Sec. 1—There shall be a Board of Governors of the Association 

to be composed of the President, the Secretary-Treasurer, the Editor 

of the Law Journal, the President of the Junior Bar, and one member 

from each Judicial Circuit of the State. The members of the Board 

of Governors shall be nominated and elected one from each Judicial 

Circuit in the State in the same manner as the President is nominated 

and elected and their term of office shall be the same as that of the 

President. If one person holds two offices on the Board of Governors, 

he shall cast only one vote thereon. 

Vacancies shall be filled by remaining members of the Board. 

Five members shall constitute a quorum for the transaction of busi- 

ness. 

This amendment shall become effective upon its adoption but 

shall relate to the officers of the Association who take office July 1, 

1945, and thereafter. 

THE PRESIDENT: The amendments to the Constitution and By-Laws of 
the Association, if they come before the Association with the recommendation. 
of the Board of Governors, can be adopted by a majority vote. If they come be- 
fore the Association without the recommendation of the Board of Governors, a 
two-thirds vote is required. 

MR. GARRETT: I move to adopt. 
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MR. GURNEY: Speaking to the adoption of the proposed amendment as 
a whole, I have no doubt that there is considerable merit in it. It has been 
pretty throughly discussed before. However it occurs to me that at this par- 
ticular time it might be well to defer action on it until we have a more, if not 
representative, at least a larger attendance of the Convention as a whole. 
There are some serious objections to it, it occurs to me. That would mean a 
vote of the Governors, of nineteen, as I calculate it, and with five constituting 
a quorum, which is slightly more than one-fourth. 


Furthermore, the difficulties of getting togethter a Board of Governors, 
such as we have now, at this time, should be considered, and with a Board of 
nineteen, at least under present conditions, it seems to me it would be rather 
difficult to handle. Now, I don’t mean to take the position that I don’t think 
it should ever be considered, but I simply want to express the view that under 
the present conditions, I think we might well defer action on it at least until 
next year, when I hope, as we all do, that we will have a larger convention, 
and there will be a wider diversity of expression of opinion. 

MR. GARRETT: Mr. Chairman ? 


THE PRESIDENT: Are you making a motion, Mr. Garrett? 


MR. GURNEY: I am speaking to the motion that was made. I do not 
know whether there was a second or not. 

MR. GARRETT: It seems that the proposal is so innocuous, and tends 
toward greater representation rather than smaller, and hasn’t the faintest 
semblance of anybody trying to put anything over on anybody,—it seems to me 
that there is no reason to defer action. If it has any advantage, it will have 
that same advantage now, as it will after the war is over, and nobody knows 
when the war will be over. I fully appreciate Mr. Gurney’s position that we 
shouldn’t, at this small meeting, undertake to do anything that would hamper 
the rights or liberties or the interests of the larger attendance, but I can’t see 
how that would do it, and it might be that you would get more members pres- 
ent from the large group than you would from the smaller one. 


THE PRESIDENT: Is there any further discussion? 
... The question? 


THE PRESIDENT: The motion is to adopt the amendment to the Con- 
stitution and By-Laws, enlarging the membership of the Bord of Governors, 
so that there will be one representative on the Board of Governors from each 
Judicial Circuit rather than one from each Congressional District, as now con- 
stituted. 


MR. GURNEY: This ‘has the approval of the Board? 


THE PRESIDENT: It has the approval of the Board. 
Are you ready to vote? 


All in favor of the adoption of the amendment, please signify by saying 
“Aye.” 


... There was a chorus of ayes. 


THE PRESIDENT: Contrary, no. 
... A chorus of “no.” 


THE PRESIDENT: It is carried by a majority vote. 


The Board of Governors in view of the fact that at one time, it appeared 
that we might not be able to hold any meeting at all this year, have considered 
and are submitting a proposed amendment which would give the Board of 
Governors the power to determine whether or not such an emergency existed 
as required the abandonment of the annual meeting at any year, and provides 
that if it was determined by the Board of Governors that the annual meeting 
could not be held, then the Board of Governors be given the authority to trans- 
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act any business which the Association might transact in annual meeting, in- 
cluding the election of officers, but without any power to amend the Consti- 
tution and By-Laws, and without any power to expel any member of the Asso- 
ciation. 

(This proposed amendment, after discussion, was disapproved.) 


We are now ready to take up and dispose of the reports of the various 
Committees. 
The report of the Committee on Chancery Practice has been published in 


the Journal. Mr. Edward McCarthy, Jr., is Chairman of that Committee. It 
Mr. McCarthy in the Room? ’ 


» ...No response. 


THE PRESIDENT: Shall we, then, in his absence, consider the report, or 
shall we pass it until Mr. McCarthy comes in, if he does. 


MR. GARRETT: Pass it. 


THE PRESIDENT: I will now ask Julius Parker, Chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Civil Procedure, to briefly report as to what has transpired since our 
last meeting. 


Mr. Parker. 


MR. JULIUS F. PARKER: Mr. President, Members of the Association. 

About one year ago on petition of this Association, there was presented 
before the Supreme Court of the State of Florida, arguments on behalf of this 
organization and the Junior Bar Section of this organization, asking the Su- 
preme Court to construe a Legislative act which was passed in 1943, and which 
had also been sponsored by this organization, authorizing the Supreme Court 
of the State of Florida to prescribe rules, forms of process, writs, prayers, 
motions and practice and procedure in actions, either in law or in equity, and 
not statutory, and extraordinary proceedings in the Circuit Court and the Civil 
Courts of Record and in the County Courts of the State of Florida. 


By the decision which was rendered on February 16, 1945, the Bar Asso- 
ciation, I think, has won its first victory in a long battle in seeking some relief 
relative to the improvement of our rules of civil procedure in this state. The 
opinion rendered by the Supreme Court is a long, involved opinion. It contains 
some long; involved reasoning, and for your purposes here I think you prob- 
ably are interested in the conclusions reached rather than the reasons which 
seemed to compel the Supreme Court to reach those conclusions. 


Briefly stated, the Supreme Court said that the Act, which was passed in 
1943, granted to it the power to prescribe the rules of practice and procedure 
in the courts of the State of Florida, and, in view of the fact that there was a 
need for the Court to do it, because they were better qualified than the Legis- 
lature, that the Court was going to take the power granted. 


(Mr. Parker discussed the opinion of the Supreme Court which appeared 
in the April issue of the Journal.) 

THE PRESIDENT: The motion having been duly made and seconded to 
accept the report of the Chairman of the Committee will please signify by 
saying Aye. 

...A chorus of Ayes. 

THE PRESIDENT: Contrary, no. 

... No response. 

THE PRESIDENT: The motion is carried. 


I take it, Mr. Parker, that the opinion asks that the Bar Association ap- 
point members of a joint committee of the Court and the Association. Am I 
correct? 
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MR. PARKER: That the Association have members serve with the mem- 
bers of a Committee appointed by the Court, and, if so, how shall the mem- 
bers of that Committee from the Association be selected. 


MR. EDREHI: I move that be left with the President. 


MR. REEVES: Mr. Chairman, we have an excellent committee working 
on this, and we are not going to have a new incoming administration until 
July. If we wait on that, we are losing time. Why not ask the same Commit- 
tee to work with the Supreme Court Committee? Is there any objection to 
that? 

MR. EDREHI: I yield to that. 


THE PRESIDENT: Let me ask Mr. Parker this question. Does the Court 
provide the number of members of the Committee? 
MR. PARKER: No. 


THE PRESIDENT: Then, there will be no objection to having as many 


representatives of the Association on that Committee as are now on this Rules 
Committee? 


MR. REEVES: I don’t think there would be any objection to that, and in 
my talk to Judge Terrell, he suggested the membership of the Committee be 
kept small. We have this Rules Committee being handled only by about six | 
members of the Committee, who have actually done any real work. Transporta- 
tion difficulties have caused some of this, but that phase of it can be worked 
out all right and I think we are making a mistake in delaying further confer- 
ences as far as the Bar Association is concerned until the incoming adminis- 
tration, because of the fact we are just losing the time between now and July, 
and by that time we ought to have the rules pretty well worked out, and ready 
for adoption. 

MR. GARRETT: I move an amendment to the pending motion to have the 
President appoint not over six members from the Committee now handling the 
matter. 

MR. REEVES: I was about to move that the present Chairman select 
five, not over five members from among the present committee. 


MR. GARRETT: That is all right. 


THE PRESIDENT: You people aren’t going to be very successful in get- 
ting me tangled up in parliamentary procedure. Unless there is objection, we 
will vote upon the proposal that the Chairman of the Committee on Civil Pro- 
cedure select five of the Committee, of whom, the Chairman shall be one, to 
serve with the Supreme Court on this Committee. 


MR. PARKER: I appreciate the good motive back of the making of that 
motion, and I won’t oppose it. I think any time any committee of the Bar As- 
sociation be selected by the Chairman rather than the President, is oftentimes 
done informally, but I don’t think formally it should be done, and I would 
rather have the President name them. 

THE PRESIDENT: That thought had not occurred to me. You know 
who is on your Committee and who have been doing the work, and I don’t care 
whether you select them, or whether they are selected by me, but they will be 
the same people in any event. If there is no objection to yielding to Julius 
Parker’s suggestion that the President appoint five of the present committee, 
I will do so. 

MR. GARRETT: Yes. 

Question? 

THE PRESIDENT: Are there any questions of order, or otherwise? 

All in favor, will please signify by saying “Aye.” 

. There was a chorus of ayes. 
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THE PRESIDENT: The motion is carried. 


We now come to the Report of the Committee on Criminal Law and Pro- 
cedure. Is Mr. Farrior present? 


MR. FARRIOR: Mr. President, and Fellow Members of the Bar Asso- 
ciation. 


This report-is carried in the present issue of the Bar Journal, and I as- 
sume all of you have completely familiarized yourselves with all of the reports. 


The report consists primarily of four recommendations, or rather, the rec- 
ommendation that four specific proposals be adopted into law. I think it 
would be proper, Mr. President, if the Association would express their views 
upon each one of these four, which can best be called to your consideration by 
simply reading the proposed law. 

Number 1 reads as follows: 


“Allowing the State to appeal from decisions on all questions of 
law (including directed verdicts of not guilty and judgments of the 
trial Judge reducing the degree of guilt from that fixed by the verdict 
of a jury) from which the defense may appeal, excepting, of course, a 
verdict of not guilty by a jury on the evidence.” 


Since this report, Bart Riley, a member of the Committee, and who has 
been on the Criminal Law and Procedure Committee for a number of years, of 
the State Bar Association, points out to me some law to the effect that a di- 
rected verdict of not guilty was, in law, or in point of law, identical to a ver- 
dict of not guilty by jury. I assume that his thought was that should be or 
would be a resriction upon the rights of the party by this proposed section. 
On that, our Committee hasn’t—it has not been given back to the Committee, 
and we haven’t discussed it, nor are we prepared to say. That is Bart’s view, 
and I wish to call it to your attention and I think perhaps a further considera- 
tion of that one by the Committee should be had. 


MR. RILEY: I read the report in the Law Journal when it was received 
a few days ago, and were it not for the fact that last October, I argued a case 
in Atlanta before the Circuit Court of Appeals, and I raised the question that 
a directed verdict of not guilty had all the attributes of a verdict of not guilty, 
rendered by the Jury, I would have agreed with that recommendation. So, I 
talked to Mr. Farrior yesterday and told him that I would send him the brief 
that I used in the Circuit Court of Appeals, and which Court agreed with me, 
that a verdict directed by the Court has the same dignity as a verdict directed 
or brought in by Jury; the same thing as res adjudicata or former conviction, 
or what not, and, therefore, I don’t think it would be constitutional, nor wise 
to allow an appeal from a directed verdict of not guilty by the Court. 

MR. FARRIOR: Mr. President, in considering this proposal of the Com- 
mittee, I think we should take that up again. Mr. Riley called that to my at- 
tention only yesterday, and I think we should let the Committee thresh that 
out, and it probably will concur in withdrawing that portion of this proposed 
law. 

I would like a vote on that. 

(After full discussion by various members from the floor the question 
was called for.) 

THE PRESIDENT: Are you ready to vote? 


The motion is, as I understand it, that the proposal be approved “with ref- 
erence back to the Committee to eliminate such parts or portions of it as, in 
the opinion of the Committee, may be unconstitutional. Is that the motion, 
Mr. Milledge? 


MR. MILLEDGE: Yes, sir. 
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THE PRESIDENT: All in favor, will please signify by saying Aye. 
...A chorus of ayes. 

THE PRESIDENT: Contrary, no. 

...A chorus of noes. 

THE PRESIDENT: I say the ayes have it. 

Proceed, Mr. Farrior. 


MR. FARRIOR: No. 2. 


“Permitting the presence and use of a court reporter before Grand Juries. 
This amends Section 905.17 Florida Statutes of 1941 to read as follows: 


***905.17. Who May be Present During Session of Grand Jury. No per- 
son shall be present at the sessions of the Grand Jury except the witnesses un- 
der examination, the interpreter, if any, the stenographer or court reporter, the 
duly authorized State Attorney and a duly authorized Assistant State Attor- 
ney. No person shall be present while the Grand Jurors are deliberating or 


voting. Any person violating either of the above prohibitions may be held 
in contempt of court’.” 


This is very simple. It means just what it says. It calls attention to the 
fact that the use of a court reporter in Grand Juries was always had prior to 
the adoption of the Criminal Code. 

MR. GARRETT: I move that it be approved. ~ 

MR. WEHIE: Second the motion. 

(Question?) 

THE PRESIDENT: All in favor of the second proposal will please sig- 
nify by saying Aye. 

...-A chorus of ayes. 

THE PRESIDENT: Contrary, no. 

... No response. 

THE PRESIDENT: It is carried. 

Proceed, Mr. Farrior. 


MR. FARRIOR: No. 3. 


“To require, in the event of defense of an alibi is interposed, reasonable 
notice to the State in advance of the trial stating the names and addresses of 
the witnesses by which the defendant expects to establish the alibi.” 

It is to be remembered that the State is required by law to furnish defense 
counsel in advance of the trial a complete list of the witnesses intended to be 
relied upon at the trial. Alibi is a special and complete defense if established 
sufficient to raise a reasonable doubt of guilt. It is impossible to fairly meet 
such a defense, when it comes as a surprise. If true, the defendant should be 
discharged. If only probably true, it would be a question of fact for the 
Jury. If wholly false, something else should be done. 


MR. CARMICHAEL: Isn’t that in the original proposed criminal proce- 
dure act? And it was stricken by the Legislature? 


MR. FARRIOR: That was contained in the draft of the criminary code, 


yes, sir, and it was stricken by the Legislature. It that right, Mr. Riley? 
MR. RILEY: I think that is right. 


MR. CARMICHAEL: I move the adoption of Paragraph 3 of the Commit- 
tee’s report. It seems that that is elementary. The state is required to furnish 
a list of witnesses, and particularly as there has been much miscarriage of 
justice with respect to alibis. I think that part of the Committee’s report should 
be adopted. 

(Question.) 


. 
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THE PRESIDENT: The motion is to approve the Committee’s ee 
All in favor, will please signify by saying aye. 
. A chorus of ayes. 
THE PRESIDENT: Contrary, no. 
. No response. 
THE PRESIDENT: The motion is sausiel. 


MR. FARRIOR: This next one deals with constructive contempt, and 
while it doesn’t occur often, it may occur in any civil or any criminal case, 
where there has been an effort to hamper the administration of justice by the 
tampering with a juror or attempting to bribe a juror, or to attempt to bribe 
a witness, or any other act of that kind, in many cases, which is an act tend- 
ing to hamper the administration of justice, committeed out of the presence 
of the Court, which would be constructive contempt, and this proposal is to 
authorize the trial court to hear and determine all questions of law and fact 
in all constructive contempt proceedings. For example, you will find that 
there has been some use of that in a case in which you are negligent. A pe- 
tition is drawn, citing the offender with constructive contempt. The rule to 
show cause is issued, and a hearing is had before the trial judge, upon all of 
the evidence and the law. That was the procedure followed there, and there 
have been several Hillsborough County cases several years ago grounded on 
that procedure, where there was an effort to bribe a juror. It is the Johnson 
case, and then in the two.cases in this report, covered by this report, in the 
case of Croft, 6 So. 2nd, 445, decided March 3, 1942. The Court held that a 
sworn denial of the alleged contemptuous act of procuring a witness to testify 


-falsely in a civil action for damages, as an eye witness, although he was not, 


purged and discharged the respondent of the charge of contempt; that there- 
after the respondent could be tried only for perjury, thus changing the forum 
and the nature of the offense. The decision was based on the common law 
rule to that effect. 

As a matter of fact, from a practical standpoint, nothing would be done, 
and in the usual case, where something was done, there was a prosecution for 
prejury, and, after all, that is far different from the crime that he actually 
committed and his punishment would be far out of proportion to his offense. 
MR. GARRETT: -I move the adoption of the whole report. 

(Question.) 
THE PRESIDENT: Is there any discussion? 
. . No response. 
THE PRESIDENT: All in favor of the motion, will please signify by say- 
ing aye. 
. A chorus of ayes. 
THE PRESIDENT: The motion is carried. 


MR. FARRIOR: Mr. President, there were only four specific recommen- 
dations. The Bar Journal has published a list of others for your information, 
to which your attention is respectfully called. Some of them, I am sure, would 
be of interest to all. Some one would be interested in each one, but in view of 
the time passing, unless there is some question on the other procedure, that is 
all I have to say. 

MR. GARRETT: I move the adoption of the entire report, Mr. President. 

(Question.) 

MR. REEVES: Asa point of information, what do you mean? 


THE PRESIDENT: I presume he means the adoption of the entire re- 
port of the Committee as submitted and published, with the exception of the 
modifications we have imposed on the first proposal. 

Is that correct, Mr. Garrett? 
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MR. GARRETT: That is right. 
oMR. FARRIOR: On page 51, we have this proposal. 

Whether the Association wishes us to pass upon these, or others relating 
to the substantive law, or wishes to pass directly upon them at its approach- 
ing convention remains to be decided. 

MR. REEVES: I don’t understand there is any recommendation on this? 

MR. FARRIOR: That is correct, Mr. Reeves. . 

MR. GARRETT: No recommendation on the proposal? 


MR. FARRIOR: The reason, Mr. Garrett, without discussing it, was the 
Committee was of the understanding that we were to consider only matters of 
procedural law. Therefore the four things we recommended directly were re- 
lated to procedural law. These others relate to substantive or criminal law. 
I believe that the Committee, in reality, is presumed to consider matters of 
both procedural and substantive law. However, in this report we did not make 
express recommendations on the dther matters. So that is left open. 

THE PRESIDENT: Are you ready to vote? 

(Question.) 

THE PRESIDENT: All in favor of the motion will please signify by say- 
ing 

. A chorus of ayes. 
THE PRESIDENT: Contrary, no. 
. No response. 


THE PRESIDENT: The motion is carried. 


THE PRESIDENT: Members of the Association, no matter how badly 
we may be pressed for time, and no matter how much unfinished business we 
have to transact during the remainder of the day, and there is a substantial 
volume of it, it is nevertheless highly important that we pause in our delib- 
erations and pay our tribute to those of our brothers who have departed since 
our last meeting. The Chairman of the Committee on Memorials is unable to 
meet with us this morning, and the report of the Committee will be given by 
Mr. H. P. Osborne of Jacksonville, a member of the Committee. 

Mr. Osborne. 


MR. OSBORNE: Mr. President, and members of the Association: 
In the absence of our Chairman on Memorials, I submit the report as pre- 
pared by him, and signed by the various members of the Committee. 
. At this junction in the proceedings, Mr. Osborne read the report of the 
Committee on Memorials. 
THE PRESIDENT: And in token of our sorrow in the passing of our 
brothers, we will adopt the report of the Committee by a rising vote. 
. All members of the Association present thereupon rose to their feet. 
THE PRESIDENT: We will proceed. 


MR. FARRIOR: In order to clarify a matter with regard to our report, I 
would like to move that the Criminal Law and Procedure Committee in the 
future do consider both matters of substantive and procedural law. 

THE PRESIDENT: I think your motion is unnecessary, Mr. Farrior, be- 
cause I think the Constitution and By-Laws clearly provide that the Com- 
mittee shall do that. 

MR. FARRIOR: All right, sir. 


THE PRESIDENT: We come now to what, if not our most important 
matter, is at least our largest in volume of the matters that we are to consider. 
The Guardianship Committee last year consolidated with the Probate Commit- 
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tee, and has devoted a great many hours of time to the preparation of a Guar- 
dianship Act. Without encroaching upon the time or paying tribute, as I 
should, to the amount of time which he personally has devoted to this, and the 
amount of his contribution to this, and to every other worth while movement 
of the Bar in Florida, I will call upon Dan Redfearn, who will give us the re- 
port of the Probate and Guardianship Committee. 

Mr. Redfearn. 


MR. REDFEARN: Mr. Chairman, and Fellow Members of the Bar. 


I wish to direct your attention to the changes rather than your considera- 
tion of the entire act. There were one or two errors in proof-reading that we 
found, and I wish, at this time, to congratulate our efficient secretary of this 
Bar Association on this splendid piece of proof-reading. 


This thing is like a spider web. If you touch it at one place, it changes 
it at another. Some member at one of the sessions; when we were all tried 
and worn out, suggested that the last section in the Act be changed so that it 
reads as follows: 


“Section 5. Effective date—This act shall take effect on October 1, 1945.” 

We had provided in the second section that the Florida guardianship law 
should take effect as of January 1st, 1946, at 12:01 in the morning, so that we 
have, in effect, January Ist, 1946, in the second section and in the last section 
it is to take effect on October Ist, 1945, so it is up to you to note the places in 
the act where the change it made. 

So, you can see what tired minds can do. 


If we get the approval of this Association, we would change the date ana 
make it January Ist, 1946, because of the impossibility of getting the Act 
printed in time for people to familiarize themselves by October 1st, we have 
agreed to make it effective, if it passes the Legislature, and we trust that it 
will, on January Ist, 1946. And, by the way, if there is a legislator here, I 
would like to request him that when this bill comes on the floor, if any change 
is suggested that he notify me in order that I may come to Tallahassee and see 
what the effect of the suggestion may have on the other sections of the Act. 

Now, we have added something on page 77, Section 744.06. It is in Para- 
graph(b) which reads: 

“The county judge may require of guardians, from time time to time, in- 
ventories of their wards’ estates, and accounts of receipts and disbursements, 
and shall make such orders as to him shall seem just,” and so forth. 

We inserted that, because the Supreme Court has held on three different 
occasions that they could require this, so it would make the law conform to the 
decision. 

All of the committee agreed with it, and I suppose it is all right with you. 

Then, on page 78, there is a reference to “Natural Guardians. We have 
provided that: 

“Either the mother or the father may, without appointment, authority, or 
bond, collect, receive, manage, and dispose of any personal property inherited 
by or otherwise accruing to the benefit of, the child during infancy, when the 
amount involved in any instance does not exceed five hundred dollars.” _ 

“That “either the mother or the father may,” we have had some experience 
with that. Frank Blanton at Miami had some experience with that, where the © 
father stayed drunk all the time and he said that the father could go down 
and make the collection and spend it and have a good time, so we have solved 
that by changing the words “either the mother or the father may,” to “The 
mother and father jointly, or the survivor, may, without appointment,” and 
so forth. We like that better, and presume you will agree with us on that. 


, 
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MR. CARMICHAEL: I think that is an excellent correction. Why should 
that not also apply—I realize that this may affect two or three other sections 


of the Act, but why nof have that apply to the question of the collection of 
tort damages in excess of one hundred dollars. 


MR. REDFEARN: We have a provision in the Paaeeree that the father 
or mother, that is, the natural guardian, they can collect anything accruing to 
the benefit of the child during infancy, when the amount, in any instance, does 
not exceed five hundred dollars; “provided, however, that in case of a personal 
injury or other tort claim the power and authority of a natural guardian may 
be exercised only when the amount of any settlement or compromise cf such 
claim does not exceed the sum of one hundred dollars.” 


MR. CARMICHAEL: But the thing I am asking about now, where the 
matter is based upon a release by both father and mother, isn’t it foolish to 
provide that father and mother may dispose of assets of the child from time to 
time, up to amounts of five hundred dollars, and then say with respect to torts, 
that on that particular point both father and mother joined together may not 
settle for and dispose of amounts to exceed one hundred dollars. 

MR. REEVES: Mr. President? 


THE PRESIDENT: Mr. Reeves. 


MR. REEVES: We gave a lot of thought to that. Our thought was this, 
that if you have an injury like an injury to a child being in an accident, with 
no sign of injury to him, but they want to get a release, and should be able to 
get the father and mother together on the release, but if there were an injury 
at all there should be somebody else present. 


That is the reason we provided further over in the section that all they 
have to do in cases of this kind is to go to the County Judge and set it up and 
get the County Judge to pass on it. We think if it is a personal injury case 
there should be somebody else present, like the County Judge. That was our 
only thought on it, and it was one of getting a binding release for the insur- 
ance company or the railroad involved. It does now provide, I believe, so far 
as everything else is concerned, that the father and mother act in unison in 
the procedure. One is a liquidated claim and the other is not. 


MR. CARMICHAEL: How are you going to value that claim? How are 
you to know whether it is one hundred dollars or five hundred dollars? 


MR. REEVES: You always have equity in the background, so that if 
there is fraudulent practice, you can get relief. 


MR. CARMICHAEL: Suppose fraud is practiced. That release is in there 
and they paid ninety-nine dollars for it. Is that release a bona fide release of 
_ any judgment that may be entered? 


MR. REEVES: It is so intended. 


MR. CARMICHAEL: Then the insurance company can settle it at their 
own figure. 


MR. REDFEARN: Your recommendation is what? 
MR. CARMICHAEL: I think it should be taken out entirely. 


MR. REDFEARN: Reeves thinks it should be raised to five hundred 
dollars. 


MR. CARMICHAEL: You still have the same argument. 
MR. REDFEARN: > I would like to have a motion on this. 


MR. MAGUIRE: I move the adoption of Section 2 of 744.13 with the 
striking out of the proviso. 


MR. REDFEARN: That is with reference to settling torts? 
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MR. MAGUIRE: That is, apply to all of such things, all rights, because 
I think there is danger when the mother. and father have not joined together 
in the release. 


MR. REDFEARN: As I understand your motion, that would permit the 
settling of torts up to five hundred dollars. ; 

MR. MAGUIRE: By the mother and father acting in unison. 

MR. REDFEARN: Up to five hundred dollars? 

MR. MAGUIRE: Yes. 

MR. MILLEDGE: I second the motion. 

THE PRESIDENT: Is there any discussion? 

JUDGE EDMUNDS: I don’t, as a member of the Committee, prefer to 
take any part in the discussion. I objected to giving the mother and father, 
acting jointly, the power to make any tort settlement. I am still of that view. 
I will go along up to one hundred dollars, but I would object if they are going 


to raise that to five hundred dollars. I personally prefer to see the entire mat- 
ter stricken from the natural guardian provision. 


MR. REDFEARN: As to the torts? 

JUDGE EDMUNDS: As to the torts. 

MR. REDFEARN: But the last motion was, when you strike the proviso, 
you raise the settlement up to five hundred dollars. You are against that? 

JUDGE EDMUNDS: All matters. 

MR. REDFEARN: Claims of all kinds. 

MR. MAGUIRE: That is only on the basis of the joining together of 
wife and husband? 

MR. REDFEARN: Yes. 

MR. MAGUIRE: The two will protect it right up to five hundred dollars, 
and save a lot of lost motion. 

MR. REDFEARN: You understand Mr. Maguire’s motion, do you? 

JUDGE EDMUNDS: No, I don’t understand it. 


MR. REDFEARN: The motion raises the tort settlement to five hundred 
dollars instead of one hundred dollars. 


JUDGE EDMUNDS: I am opposed to that, but I was also opposed to have 
it at one hundred dollars, but we compromised. 


MR. REDFEARN: Mr. Maguire wants to raise it to five hundred dollars, 
and you want to strike it altogether. 

THE PRESIDENT: Ali in favor of Mr. Maguire’s motion to raise the 
power of the father and mother to settle tort claims up to five hundred dollars’ 
will please signify by saying aye? 

. A chorus of ayes. 
THE PRESIDENT: Contrary, no. 
. A chorus of noes. 

THE PRESIDENT: The Chair is in doubt. All in favor of Mr. Maguire’s 
motion to raise the power of the mother and father to settle claims up to five 
hundred dollars will please stand. 

MR. MAGUIRE: Acting in unison together. 

THE PRESIDENT: Yes. 

. A rising vote. 
THE PRESIDENT: 
. A rising vote. 
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MR. REDFEARN: The motion is lost by 21 to 14. So, the act will stay 
as it is, and the good old support of this Association, the supporting spirit of 
the Association is to stand together. They will pull against each other until it 
is decided, and then they will pull together. The next questions we discussed 
yesterday to which I wish to direct your attention involves four different sec- 
tions but I mention one so that you will get the idea. By some strange slip 
of mind, we provided in this hearing of objections, for notice of hearings of 
various kinds, and Section 745.27 illustrates it: 

“Hearing of objections. If objections to the return are filed, the guardian 
or the objecting person, after the expiration of the time limited for filing ob- 
jections and upon reasonable notice to the other, may apply to the county 
judge, who shall fix a day for the hearing. Upon the conclusion of the hearing, 
the county judge shall enter an order finally sustaining or overruling the ob- 
jections, and he shall thereupon proceed to examine and audit said returns 
and enter his order thereon.” 

We didn’t mean you would have to go and get the County Judge to fix a 
date, and then give notice of the hearing and then go back, so we changed 
the thing so that in these sections you give notice, a reasonable, notice of hear- 
ing, and then go down and have the hearing; and you have only one trip 
down there instead of two. We are not attempting to make it more difficult 
and I think you will agree that on the particular section, 744.30 and 744.31, on 
page 83, and 744.33 and 744.34, these have been rewritten because of this 
spider web situation I was talking to you about, and the Committee has unani- 
mously agreed on the re-writing of those sections. That is the reason for that. 

MR. CARTER: In connection with that, I haven’t gone back and referred 
to that section of the statute, and that may take care of it but I am raising this 
as a point of information. 

As I understand this Act, as changed, you are curtailing the act. 

MR. REDFEARN: That is right. 746, that has, been repealed by the act. 

MR. CARTER: Is there any provision for the appointment of a guardian 
in case of mental disability or physical disability, without there first being an 
adjudication as to that mental condition? 

MR. REDFEARN: We have covered that completely. You can adjudi- 
cate mental capacity, physical or mental capacity. 

MR. REDFEARN: As to the adjudication and restoration statute, we 
have that on page 100. (Reading.) 

MR. JONES: Suppose we bring this question up when we come » hack. 

MR. REDFEARN: All right. 


MR. JONES: We are about to give the members from the various sec- 
tions, the various circuits, a few moments within which to select the nominat- 


ing committee, and to give the nominating committee an alain Ge to or- 
ganize and select a chairman. 


(Adjournment to two o’clock p. m.) 

Two o’clock p. m. 

The meeting was reconvened. 

THE PRESIDENT: Members of the Association, let us resume. 

Mr. Redfearn has something further he wishes to say. 

MR. REDFEARN: On page 111, Section 734.29, we have a section on 
Limitations against unadministered estates. In the statute that has appended 
to it the Act of 1939, which permits you to file certified or exemplified copy of 
administrative proceedings, of public notice once a week for four weeks, and 
then no administration is necessary unless claims are filed within eight 
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months. That was put in there by thé Legislature of 1939, and was attached to 


that section for some reason. It was published in the Journal in December, 
1944. 


... Discussion, 


MR. GARRETT: I move that the report of the Committee be approved. 

THE PRESIDENT: There is a motion to approve the further recommen- 
dations of the Probate and the Guardianship Committee. 

Is there any discussion? 


All in favor of the motion will please signify by saying aye. 
... The motion was put, and there was a chorus of ayes. 
THE PRESIDENT: §sIt is carried. 


Next on our program is the report of the Committee on Unauthorized 
‘practice, which we will pass until the adjournment of the Junior Bar Section. 

The report of the Committee on American Citizenship, of which Austin L. 
Richardson is chairman, has been submitted. It has not been published. Un- 
less some one desires the entire report read we will dispense with the reading 
of it, and I will ask the Secretary to read the recommendations of the Commit- 
tee. 


... The Secretary thereupon read the report and recommendations of the 
Committee on American Citizenship. 

MR. GARRETT: I move that it be approved. 

THE PRESIDENT: Is there a second? 

MR. WEHLE: I second the motion. 

THE PRESIDENT: All in favor of the motion will please signify by say- 
ing aye? 

... Chorus of Ayes. 

THE PRESIDENT: The motion is carried. 


Next is the report on Legal Education and Admsision to the Bar, of which- 
Mr. James Booth of St. Petersburg is the Chairman. The report has been pub- 
lished. Mr. Booth, will you add to your published report? 

MR. BOOTH: Mr. President, since that report was published, it has been 
brought to my attention that there is a new amendment or proposed amendment 
under Rule No. 1. The letter that came from the Supreme Court was dated 
March 9th, 1945. It requests the Committee on Legal Education and Admission 
to the Bar of the Florida State Bar Association to file its briefs, within thirty 
days from March 9, 1945, pertaining to this rule. That rule is as follows: 


“Attorneys at law in good standing of the state may be admitted by ex- 
aminations to admission to the Bar of Florida, first, upon meeting the require- 
ments as to character and fitness imposed upon all candidates, and, second, 
upon producing such satisfactory evidence as may be required by said Board, 
showing such applicant has been in active general practice of law in such state 


for at least ten years immediately preceding the date of application, and is in 
good standing at the Bar of such state.” 


And here is where the great change comes in from the former amendment. 
They have done nothing with it at all. The Supreme Court after reading it— 
and here is where the great change comes in: 


“And after having completed at least two years of resident college work 
to consist of a minimum of one-half in work acceptable for a bachelor’s degree 
granted on the basis of a four-year period of study in an approved college or 


university.” That is practically the rule we have now as far as the college 
education is concerned. 


And then it goes on and states this: 


. 
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“Or to possess the equivalent of such college study to be determined in 
each case by the same Board in its sound discretion.” 


That was passed by the Board of Examiners and delivered to the Supreme 
Court, and if it is your will the Committee on Legal Education and Admission 
to the Bar will either appear before the Supreme Court and argue this question 
and also file a brief, and try to show the Supreme Court that the present rule 
is adequate, and all that we need. It seems to be the feeling of the Bar that 
the present rule, although it is the highest in the United States—and I agree 
with that—admit that is the proper way to protect Florida in every respect, 
and if you will leave it up to the Committee, we will file our brief and go to 
the Supreme Court and argue the case before the Supreme Court within thirty 
days, or whenever the Supreme Court sets the time for us to appear. 

Thank you. 


MR. GARRETT: I move it be left to the Chairman of the Committee, as to 
whatever it wants to do about it. f 


MR. WEHLE: Second the motion. 


THE PRESIDENT: Gentlemen, you have heard the motion. Is there any 
question. Are you ready for the vote? 
(Question?) 


THE PRESIDENT: It has been moved and seconded that the procedure 
to be followed on behalf of the Association be left to the judgement of the 
Chairman of the Committee. All in favor will please signify by saying aye. 

...A chorus of ayes. 

THE PRESIDENT: And it is carried. 


MR. BOOTH: What do you want to do with the report that was filed and 
published? 


MR. GARRETT: I move the report be approved. 

THE PRESIDENT: It has been moved that the report of the Committee 
be approved. 

Is there any discussion? 

(Question.) 


THE PRESIDENT: All in favor, will please signify by saying aye. 
...A chorus of ayes. 


THE PRESIDENT: The motion is carried. 


We come now to the report of the Committee on Ethics and Grievances, of 
which Mr. Victor O. Wehle, of St. Petersburg, is chairman. Have you anything 
to add to the printed report? 


MR. WEHLE: Just one or two addenda, and those are in the nature of rec- 
ommendations to the incoming president. Most of the complaints that have 
come to your Committee involve dilly-dalliance and inattention on the part of 
some lawyers to business that has been forwarded to them. It is highly impor- 
tant that those complaints themselves be speedily handled. In as large a commit- 
tee as we have at the present time, those matters can not be worked out speed- 
ily, in the opinion of the entire Committee, so, as a result, the Chairman has- 
been handling all complaints by himself as a one-man committee, which I think 
is not always advisable. I recommend to the incoming president that the Com- 
mittee on Professional Ethics ahd Grievances, be a three man Committee rather 
than as large a committee as at present exists, so that matters can be handled 
by the three members quickly. I also recommend that there be a certain con- 
tinuity of membership. For the last two years that has been the case, but that 
has not always been so. It has been the custom to entirely change the committee 
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from year to year. As a result, a complaint is filed against an attorney, and he 
is advised of the complaint. He comes in and throws himself on the mercy of the 
committee; he admits his error, and makes restitution, if restitution is possible. 
He apologizes and promises good behavior in the future. The committee ac- 
cepts the restitution or offer of apology and his promise of restitution. Then 
this committee goes out of office the next year, and the next year the lawyer 
does the same thing, and he is notified again and he comes in and again throws 
himself on the mercy of the committee, with a promise of reformation and so on, 
and this Committee is not familiar with the situation the previous year, so that 
this same man would do the same thing year after year. Let us get down to 
brass tacks on this. I think it would help. 


This is really made as a recommendation to the incoming president. 

THE PRESIDENT: The recommendation is that there be a continuity, 
and it will be noted for the guidance of the incoming president. But, in order 
to reduce the membership of the Committee, it would require a change in the 
constitution and the by-laws of the Association. 

MR. WEHLE: Then I withdraw that recommendation. 


THE PRESIDENT: Which provide there shall be five on that and other 
standing committees of the Association. 


MR. MILLEDGE: I move the adoption of the report as published in the 
Journal. 


MR. GARRETT: I second that motion. 


THE PRESIDENT: You have heard the motion to approve the report of 
the Committee. Is there any discussion. All in favor of the motion will please 
signify by saying aye. 

. A chorus of ayes. 

THE PRESIDENT: The motion is carried unanimously. 

I find no one present to report for the Committee on Legislation, and since 
we have not had a legislative session since our last meeting, it is reasonable to 
presume that there is no report to be made, and that will be passed. 


The Committee on Legal Aid is next on the program. Mr. T. T. Oughterson 
is the Chairman of that Committee. Is Mr. Oughterson in the room. 


MR. OUGHTERSON: I should like to say on legal aid that that should be 
an important committee, but it hasn’t been, in my section of the state, and that 
question is rather a live question. It is a war committee. People are Lecoming 
self-conscious about the idea of handling their business through lawyers. A 
good many of those people are not able to pay for it. I think the Committee and 
the Bar Association could do good work, and could make a great deal of progress, 
a good deal more progress than they have made. 


THE PRESIDENT: Have you any recommendation, Mr. Oughterson, for 
the Association to consider; any action that you think they should take? 


MR. GARRETT: I move that it be accepted. 


MR. OUGHTERSON: I think in all the cities of the state, we ought to try 
to establish legal aid committees. There are only about four towns in the state, 
I think, Jacksonville, Tampa, Miami and St. Petersburg, that have legal aid 
committees, and I find that in the smaller towns, and I have been in some of the 
smaller towns, they could get committees to organize in each town. I think the 
local bar association should get active on this, to get up their own committees, 
and have them established in each town. 


THE PRESIDENT: Then will you join with that motion that the Com- 
mittee report be approved? 


é 
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MR. GARRETT: Yes, sir. 
THE PRESIDENT: Do I hear a second? 
MR. WEHLE: I second the motion. 


THE PRESIDENT: The motion is that the Committee on Legal Aid be 
directed to attempt to institute local legal aid service in the counties where it 
does not exist, and that the report of the Committee be approved. 

Is there any discussion. 

(Question). 

THE PRESIDENT: All in favor will please signify by saying aye. 

... A chorus of ayes. 


THE PRESIDENT: It is carried. 
Now, the next on the program is the report of the Committee on Publica- 
tions. Will you report on that, Mr. Tribble? 


THE SECRETARY: I move that the report of the committee as contained 
in the Bar Journal be approved. 


MR. GARRETT: Second. 

THE PRESIDENT: The motion is that the report of the Committee as 
published be approved. 

Any discussion? 

If not, all in favor of the approval of the Committee Report will please sig- 
nify by saying aye. 

...A chorus of ayes. 

THE PRESIDENT: It is carried. 


The Report of the Committee on American Law Institute, of which Mr. 
George P. Garrett is Chairman. 


MR. GARRETT: The report has been published and I ask that it be ap- 
proved. 


In substance, the situation is this, that we have secured the Florida annota- 
tions for practically all volumes of the American Law Institute. The diffi- 
culty now is to keep them up to date. I am in process of trying to get the Deans 
of the three law schools in the state to get work of that sort, and bring them 
up to date. This could be done by the students, because we haven’t any money 
for it and we can’t ask the Legislature to appropriate any, and this continuous 
maintenance of the annotations to date is rather a big problem. However, the 
annotations as made for Florida will not be very good unless they are kept up 
to date. It will take some time to work that out, but I hope we will be suc- 
cessful. 

MR. MAGUIRE: I move the adoption of the report. 

MR. MILLEDGE: Second. 

THE PRESIDENT: You have heard the motion. Is there any discus- 
sion? 

If not, all in favor will please signify by saying aye. 

... chorus of ayes. 

THE PRESIDENT: It is carried. 

So far as I know, the Committee on Public Relations is not represented. 
No report has been submitted. It has been my belief that this Committee 
might render a real service to the Bar. I am still hopeful that some time soon 
a Committee will be appointed that will develop some sort of a program that 
will help the organized bar to restore our entire profession .to the confidence 
and respect that it so rightly deserves. 
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The Committee on the Revision of Judiciary Article of Florida Constitu- 
tion is headed by Louis S. Bonsteel as Chairman, of Miami. The Committee 
has done a great deal of preliminary work, and will have, before 1945, which 
is as early as the Legislature need consider, a proposal to submit for the con- 
sideration of the Legislature, and, if it sees fit, to the people of the State of 
Florida. I would like a motion that the Committee be continued. 

MR. GARRETT: It is so moved. 

MR. CARTER: Second. 

THE PRESIDENT: You have heard the motion. Is there any discus- 
sion? 

All in favor will please signify by saying aye. 

. A chorus of ayes. 


THE PRESIDENT: It is carried. 


The next report will be that of the Committee on Bill of Rights, of which 
Mr. Herbert S. Phillips is the Chairman. 


Mr. Phillips of Tampa reported progress towards obtaining a decision 
from the U. S. Supreme Court on civil rights. 

THE PRESIDENT: Is there any recommendation from you or from 
the Committee? . 

MR. PHILLIPS: I don’t know anything really to recommend about it. 
I tried to think of something, but it has to go through the Supreme Court, and 
they have it right now and are dealing with it. 


THE PRESIDENT: No action on the Committee report would then be 
required. 


MR. PHILLIPS: I think not. 


THE PRESIDENT: We will then pass to the next committee which is 
that on Juveniles and juvenile delinquency. At the Miami meeting, there was 
a report of the Committe that the adoption law be changed. The As- 
sociation referred the matter back to the Committee for further study and a 
further report. The report is not before us, and we may indulge in the pre- 
sumption that the Committee has no recommendation to make to the Associa- 
tion. 

We will pass the report of the Junior Bar Section on Integration until the 
meeting of the Section has adjourned. Which now brings us to the report of 
the Committee on Married Women’s Rights. Mrs. Murrell is chairman of that 
committee, and she is not here. Mr. Redfearn, a member of the Committee is 
here. The Committee report has been published and makes some recommenda- 
tions. Do you want to be heard on it, Mr. Redfearn? 


MR. REDFEARN: I move that it be adopted. 

THE PRESIDENT: Is there a second? 

MR. MILLEDGE: May I make a comment with reference to the report? 
THE PRESIDENT: Yes, sir. 

MR. MILLEDGE: As I remember the report— 

MR. REDFEARN: I have it right here, and I will read it. 


(The report of the Committee on Married Women’s Rights was then read 
to the Association). 


THE PRESIDENT: I presume that the motion to adopt the report 


would carry, with it the recommendation of a jury bill for women, the equal 


pay bill for equal work for women, and an endorsement of the Federal equal 
rights bill. 


FLORIDA LAW JOURNAL ~ 167 


MR. THOMPSON: As a substitute motion, I move the recommendations 
as submitted be not concurred in. 


THE PRESIDENT: There is a motion that the report be received and 
filed, and that the report be adopted with an amendment that the recommenda- 
tions of the Committee report not be concurred in. Are you ready to vote on 
the amendment? 

Is there any discussion? 

(Question). 


THE PRESIDENT: All those in favor of the amendment that the recom- 
mendations be not concurred in will please signify by saying aye. 

... A chorus of ayes. 

THE PRESIDENT: It is carried. 


THE PRESIDENT: We now vote on the motion to approve the report 
and that the recommendations not be concurred in. 

Is there any further discussion? 

(Question). 

THE PRESIDENT: All in favor will please signify by saying aye. 

... A chorus of ayes. 

THE PRESIDENT: It is carried. 


MR. GARRETT: I would like to say this much in fairness to Mrs. Mur- 
rell. At the time that the constitutionality of the act that had passed the last 
Legislature came up, the brokerage commission case, I personally declined to 
deal with that constitutional matter, but left it to Mrs. Murrell, and she did a 
very good job. Mr. Maguire’s firm was on the opposite side. It was very well 
fought out, and they held it constitutional. I think that she should have the 
credit for having undertaken to support that act, and to have succeeded. I 
don’t make any recommendation, Mr. President. 


THE PRESIDENT: You have heard Mr. Garrett’s comment on the 
splendid work done by Mrs. Murrell in upholding, and convincing the court to 
uphold the constitutionality of the Married Women’s Emancipation Act. Does 
the Association care to take any action with respect to commenting on or com- 
plimenting her on that. If not, we will pass on. 


The next is the Committee on War Work, which Committee has done this 
year, as it did last year, a splendid job of supplying legal advice, legal aid to 
men in the armed services and their dependents. I am sorry that Mr. Earnest, 
the Chairman of that Committee, can’t be with us today, so that he might re- 
ceive your thanks for a job so well done. In his absence, I call on a member 
of his Committee, who served as chairman of the Committee last year, Charlie 
Mitchell from Vero Beach. 

Mr. Mitchell. 

MR. MITCHELL: Mr. President, and Members of the Association: 

I regret very much that Mr. C. H. Earnest, the Chairman of this Commit- 
tee, is unavoidably absent from this Convention. I would like very much for 
him to have been present because I intend to say some nice things about him. 
I wish he could hear them. They are well deserved. How Earnest served in 
this present conflict; he came back to West Palm Beach and began, as a repre- 
sentative of the Committee on War Work, handling legal aid there. He then 
became a member of the State Committee, and later he became chairman of 
the state committee. Incidentally, most of you know of this, because many of 
you are representatives of the Committee. You know that there is a represen- 
ative of the Committee in every county seat, and in most of the larger cities, 
which are not county seats, throughout the state, rendering legal aid to our 
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service personnel and their dependents. I know that Mr. Barnett of St. Peters- 
burg, who is a member of the Committee, has averaged approximately three 
hundred cases, through his office, where he has rendered legal aid. Many of 
the committee have been rendering legal aid in their respective communities. 
In my opinion this is the finest job of real work ever done by the Florida State 
Bar Association. There may be some who will disagree with me, but as gen- 
uine, day after day work, it has brought a great deal of favorable comment 
from the lay public. Mr. Earnest, in the first six months of his chairman- 
ship, had more than fifteen hundred communications pass through the office 
in connection with this work. That would mean that he would have at least 
ten communications there on his desk every morning, twenty-five working days 
in a month. Now, that is a job that must be handled at once, as many of our 
communications contain matters that could be handled over the week-ends or 
in the evenings or something of that sort, but the Chairman of this Committee 
must attend to these matters immediately before he gives attention to the 
pressing business of his office, and Mr. Earnest does that. Therefore, I think 
it appropriate that I make a motion,, which I will now make, that this Associa- 
tion instruct the Secretary of the Association to write a letter of appreciation 
and congratulation to Mr. Earnest with respect to his activities as chairman 
of the War Work Committee. 


MR. GARRETT: I second that pail: 


THE PRESIDENT: You have heard the motion. Any discussion? If 
not, all in favor will please signify by saying aye. 
. A chorus of ayes. 
THE PRESIDENT: It is carried. 


THE PRESIDENT: Which brings us down to the Committee on Re- 
fresher Courses. The Committee on Refresher Courses made a very full and 
exhaustive report to the Conference of Bar Delegates, and in the report made 
certain recommendations which I will ask the Secretary to read. 

. The Secretary then read the report of the Refresher Course Committee. 


MR. GARRETT: I move it be adopted. 


THE PRESIDENT: That was the recommendation that was made to the 
Association by the Committee and approved by the Conference of Bar Dele- 
gates. Dean Rasco, Chairman of that Committee, is unable to be here. I won- 
der if you, Mr. Milam, as a member of the Committee, would care to make any 
comments? 


MR. R. R. MILAM: Mr. President, I don’t believe I can add much ex-- 
cept to say that this Committee had to pretty well formulate new courses, as 
the methods that had been devised for conducting the Refresher Courses in 
the larger cities like New York or Philadelphia were evidently inadaptable to 
our situation down here. This Committee, over the two years, I believe, has 
conceived a feasible and workable pian, and it has incorporated those in its 
recommendations. 

THE PRESIDENT: Is there any other discussion on the motion to ap- 
prove the report of the Committee on Refresher Courses? 

MR. BURKE: I see in Paragraph 2 of that Committee report reference 
only to the laws of the Federal Government. Shouldn’t they add on there any 
benefits the state might offer? 

THE PRESIDENT: I think the point is well taken. Will you move that 
the report be adopted, with that change, Mr. Burke? 

MR. BURKE: I do so move. 
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THE PRESIDENT: Is there a second? 
MR. GARRETT: I second the motion. 


THE PRESIDENT: Without putting the amendment, I will put the mo- 
tion as amended. 
All in favor of the motion, as amended, will please signify by saying aye. 
. A chorus of ayes. 


THE PRESIDENT: It is carried. 


THE PRESIDENT: We will now go back and pick up the report of the 


Committee on Unauthorized Practice. Mr. George Turner is chairman of that 
Committee. 


MR. TURNER: Mr. President, and members of the Association: 

The report of the Committee on Unauthorized Practice files its report, 
which is printed in the Law Journal, and the Committee has no further sug- 
gestions to offer, except for this, that at the meeting of the Bar Delegates here 
in Jacksonville in December, there was submitted to the Delegates a proposed 
bill to be submitted to the Legislature, and the Delegates took the bill under 
consideration, and so far as your Chairman of the Committee is concerned, and 
the other members of the Committee that have contacted me, I do not know 
of anything that the Bar Delegates have done with reference to the bill or their 
consideration thereof. 

THE PRESIDENT: This is the time and the place. 


MR. TURNER: The Committee has a bill that was presented to the Bar 
Delegates for consideration and it is one that was presented to the Legislature 
two years ago, but, due to considerable politics, as I understand it, in the House 
and Senate. It passed, I believe, the House, but failed passage in the Senate. 


I believe that, in order for the members of the Convention to understand 
the proposition, that maybe it would be a good idea for me to read the pro- - 
posed bill and ask then that it be discussed with reference to whether or not 
the Convention will go on record of approving the bill as being sponsored by 
the Association. 

The bill which was introduced in the 1943 Legislature reads this way. 

By Messrs. Hodges of Columbia, Byrd of Duval, Floyd of Franklin, West 
of Santa Rosa, Leaird of Broward, Sanchez of Suwannee, Scofield of Citrus, 
Carter of Alachua, Dowda of Putnam, Parker of Leon, Bailey of Bay, Andrews 
of Union, Troxler of Marion, Murray of Polk, Miss Baker of Pinellas, Messrs. 
Livingston of Highlands, Rivers of Clay, Beasley of Walton, Beck of Palm 
Beach, Crary of Martin, Avriett of Hamilton, Jenkins of Alachua, Johnson of 
Lake, McMullen of Hillsborough,.Crews of Duval, Lewis of Gulf, Clements of 
Pinellas, Hancock of Madison, McDonald of Hillsborough, Nesmith of Wakulla, 
Croft of LaFayette, Peters of Dade, Bollinger of Palm Beach, Carlton of Duval, 
Wiseheart of Dade, Crofton of Brevard, Martin of Hillsborough and Carlton of 
St. Lucie. 

HOUSE BILL No. 117. 


Introduced April 13, 1943. 

Referred to Committee on Judiciary “B”. 
Passed by House of Representatives. 
Failed to pass the Senate. 


A BILL TO BE ENTITLED AN ACT 
Prohibiting and making unlawful the practice of law in the State of Florida 
by anyone except licensed, practicing attorneys; defining the practice of law for 
the purpose of this Act; Providing for the issuance of injunctions to restrain 


| 
y 


170 FLORIDA LAW JOURNAL 


violations of the provisions thereof; providing that any violation of the provi- 
sions of this Act shall be a misdemeanor and punishment therefor; and repeal- 
ing all laws in conflict therewith. 


BE IT ENACTED BY THE LEGISLATURE OF THE STATE OF FLORIDA: 


Section 1. It shall be unlawful for any person, association, firm or cor- 
poration to practice law in the State of Florida who is not a licensed practicing 
attorney of the State of Florida. 

Section 2. The practice of law for the purposes of this act is hereby de- 
find as follows: Whoever, (a) in a representative capacity appears as an ad- 
vocate or draws papers, pleadings or documents, or performs any act in con- 
nection with proceedings pending or prospective before a court of a justice of 
the peace, or a body, board, committee, commission or officer constituted by 
law of having authority to take evidence in or settle or determine contro- 
versies in the exercise of the judicial power of the state or any subdivision 
thereof; or (b) for a consideration, reward or pecuniary benefit, present or 
anticipated, direct or indirect, advises or counsels another as to secular law, 
or draws or procures or assists in the drawing of a paper, document or instru- 
ment affecting or relating to secular rights; or (c) for a consideration, re- 
ward or pecuniary benefit, present or anticipated, direct or indirect, does any 
act in a representative capacity in behalf of another tending to obtain or secure 
for such other the prevention or the redress of a wrong or the enforcement of 
establishment of a right; or (d) as a vocation, enforces, secures, settles, ad- 
justs or compromises defaulted, controverted or disputed accounts, claims or 
demands between persons with neither of whom he is in privity or in the rela- 
tion of employer and employee in the ordinary sense; is practicing law. 

Section 3. Nothing in this act shall be construed to prohibit any person, 
firm or corporation from attending to and caring for his or its own business, 
* elaims or demands; nor from preparing abstracts of title, certifying, guaran- 
teeing or insuring titles to property, real or person, or an interest therein, or a 
lien or encumbrance thereof. 

Section 4. The doing or performing any one of the acts set forth in Sec- 
tion 2 hereof shall constitute a separate offense; and each and every person who 
does or performs any of the acts defined in Section 2 hereof in the name of or 
behalf of any association, firm or corporation, except as described by Section 3 
hereof, shall be deemed guilty of violating the provisions of this act. Who- 
ever violates the provisions of this act shall be guilty of a misdemeanor and 
punished by a fine of not more than One Thousand Dollars, or by imprison- 
ment in the county jail at hard labor for not more than twelve months, or by 
both such fine and imprisonment. 

Section 5. The Circuit Court shall issue injunctions restraining viola- 
tions of the provisions of this act. Such injunction suit may be brought by 
and in the name of any licensed practicing attorney at law of the State of 
Florida, or the Florida State Bar Association, or any local bar association 
within the State of Florida. No injunction bond shall be required in any such 
suit. The order, decree or judgment of the Circuit Court in such injunction 
suit shall not be stayed or superseded, except that upon appeal the Supreme 
Court of Florida may, within its discretion, enter an order of supersedeas and 
fix the amount and terms of a supersedeas bond, only after a hearing upon no- 
tice to the adverse party. 

Section 6. That all laws and parts of laws in conflict with this act be 
and the same are hereby repealed. 

Section 7. If any part of this act is declared invalid or unconstitutional 
it shall not affect any other part hereof. 
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Section 8. This act shall take effect immediately upon its passage and 
approval by the Governor or upon becoming a law without such approval. 


MR. TURNER: That is an act that was submitted to the 1943 Legis- 
lature, I believe, by a member of our Committee, Mr. Hodges, and, if there are 


any questions, I am going to ask Mr. Hodges to answer them, because I am 
not familiar with them. 


MR. HODGES: This is based on the Alabama statute, which has been 


in effect, I think, between fifteen and sixteen years. It has been passed on 
by the courts of Alabama. 


MR. GARRETT: Shouldn’t the word “unauthorized” be clarified? 


MR. HODGES: Well, first, it states who is authorized to practice law. 
Section 1 says that. 


MR. GARRETT: Yes. 


MR. HODGES: And the other section you have in mind tracks the Ala- 
bama statute exactly. It was submitted to the Attorney General’s office at the 
last session, and they checked it for us, and then it has been submitted to the 
American Bar Association Committee on Unauthorized Practice, and they 


checked it, and I think that is covered fully by the two sections working to- 
gether. 


MR. TURNER: I am forced, to be perfectly honest with the Conven- 
tion, to say that I took this matter up with the Chairman of the Committee 
on the Unauthorized Practice of Law for the American Bar Association, and 
I have a letter from him in which he advised that the American Bar Associa- 
tion, at the present time, contrary to his former statements to Mr. Hodges, is 
of the opinion that it is dangerous to attempt to define what is the practice of 
law, and the Chairman of that Committee approved of Section 1 and the rest of 
the bill, except leaving out a definition of what is the practice of law; I think 
it being his idea that if you attempted to define what is the practice of law 
that you are likely to step on somebody’s toes that don’t like it, and will have 
a lot of difficulty with it. But, it is the opinion of your Chairman, and most 
of the Committee that I have had opportunity to discuss the provisions of this 
bill with, that it is a step in the right direction, and that there is rampant in 
the State of Florida, as well as elsewhere, persons who are unauthorized to 
practice that are actually engaged in the practice of law; and that it would be 
of great benefit to the lawyers, as well as to the lay public, if we could have 
some bill that would define the practice of law, and prevent those persons, who 
are not licensed attorneys, giving advice and drawing papers and practicing 
law. It is the province of the lawyers themselves, and not the lay public, and 
a good many of the members of the Committee feel some sort of bill should 
be passed. 

MR. GARRETT: I move the motion be amended so as to allow the Com- 
mittee to make such compromise and changes as it sees necessary in order to 
effect the passage of the bill containing the general principles of this one. 


MR. WEHLE: I second the motion. 


MR. SALLY: The question arises in my mind as to what happened in 
1943 to that very Act. It was mimeographed and sent out to the real estate 


agents in the state, and he was solicited to oppose it, and that is the bill right 
there. 


MR. HODGES: When that proposition arose, I wired the president of 
the Alabama Real Estate Dealers Association. I do not know what the name 
of the outfit was at this time. I wired him and asked if they had had any 
trouble with the Alabama act, and his telegram was an endorsement of the act. 
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He said their members, and the members in good standing and the ethical real 
estate dealers in Alabama had no quarrel with the law. They finally got wind 
of it, and it smoothed out all right. Now, as to what happeend in the Senate 
last session. I may as well explain that to you at this time: 


There was another gentleman in the Senate, one of the Senators there who 
had the idea that this bill was not strong enough; that it was entirely too mild, 
and he amended the bill so that, frankly, I would doubt whether I could sign my 
own name to it without getting somebody to help me sign it, and the bill was 
so strong at that time, with those amendments, that it couldn’t possibly pass. 
I didn’t want to see it pass. None of the friends of the bill wanted to see it 
pass, and, therefore, we have to think about the general public, and we have to 
be sure that we ask for nothing more than what is fair in the way of protec- 
tion. I don’t think it would be a step in the right direction to enact a vicious 
bill, and, in my opinion, this bill, as it is drawn, and as it was presented, is not 
vicious. We have this duty to the public, and even if we neglect the duty to 
ourselves or assuring ourselves of further protection, we should take that 
course rather than trying to pass a vicious bill because a vicious bill will surely 
fail. This is what happened at the 1943 session. The bill was just too vicious 
when it was amended in conformance with the views of that particular Senator. 

(Question). 


THE PRESIDENT: There is a motion before you to approve the re- 
port of the Committee, and recommend the bill as submitted for adoption and 
authorizing the committee to make such modifications and changes as may be 
required to secure a bill which can be enacted. 


Is there any further discussion? If not, all in favor of the eon will 
please signify by saying “aye.” 
. A chorus of ayes. 


THE PRESIDENT: The motion is carried. 


Only one of the major objectives of this Association has not reached fruition. 
That is the Integration matter. At the beginning of the year I felt that the 
sure way to ultimately assure integration would be to refer the matter to the 
Junior Bar Section, but not with any design that it should come before this 
meeting for action. I think it should wait until we have the advice of and the 
force and energy of those younger members of the Bar who are in the armed 
services: With that view in mind, I asked Selden Waldo, President of the 
Junior Bar section to take it over. It was taken over by the Junior Bar Sec- 
tion and they have worked enthusiastically on the proposition, and I wiil ask 
Mr. Waldo to now make you his report. 


MR. WALDO: Thank you very much, Mr. President. 

Before getting into the question of Integration, Mr. President, I would 
like to take about a minute to announce that our Junior Bar Section has had 
its annual meeting and the following officers were elected for the ensuing year: 

W. W. Arnold of Orlando, President. 

George Barton, St. Petersburg, Vice-President. 

Clyde Atkins, Miami, Secretary. 

Board of Directors of the Junior Bar Section: 

(Mr. Waldo then read the names of the Board of Directors of the Junior 
Bar Section for the ensuing year, as follows): President, W. W. Arnold, Or- 
lando; Vice-President; Robert M. Barton, St. Petersburg; Secretary, Clyde 
Atkins, Miami; Directors: Stuart Patton, Miami; Jim Hodges, Lake City; Allan 
Poucher, Jacksonville; Frank O’Kelly, Tallahassee; and Parker Holt, Fort Myers. 
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MR. WALDO: Bill, will you stand for a few minutes. Our new presi- 
dent of the Junior Bar Section. 


(Applause). 


Now, with regard to Integration, the Junior Bar Section feels that a great 
deal of fine work has been done in the past by the Committee, but because of 
the fact that we were defeated in the Legislature, we feel that it is well to 
have an entirely fresh approach to the situation. We have the Committee at 
work, who is going over the old files, and we believe that this year it is unwise 
and inexpedient, particularly, to push integration, with our reduced numbers, 
because a great number of our boys, as you know, are in the war, and also be- 
cause of the fact that there are other major legislative problenis that the junior 
Bar Section would like to put over, and the Association would like to put it over, 
that we feel it expedient to push integration this year. We would like to say 
this, that it is our major hope at this time to see at the 1947 session of the Leg- 
islature a very vigorous, a very strong drive with your cooperation, on the part 


of the Junior Bar members to see that this major and very important objec- 
tive of the Association is reached. 


Thank you very much. (Applause). 


THE PRESIDENT. -Thank you, Selden. Is there any action you wish ~ 


the Association to take? 
MR. WALDO: I don’t think so at this time. 
MR. GARRETT: I move that the report be approved and accepted. 


THE PRESIDENT: You have heard the motion. Is there a second? 
MR. MILLEDGE: I second the motion. 


THE PRESIDENT: All in favor will please signify by saying aye. 
...A chorus of ayes. : 


THE PRESIDENT: The motion is carried. 


THE PRESIDENT: We will now take up the report of the Committee, 


which is a new Committee to us this year, the Committee on Oil and Gas Rights, 
of which Doyle E. Carlton of Tampa is Chairman. 


Mr. Carlton. 


MR. CARLTON: Mr. President, and Members of the Bar: 


While your Committee has no written report, strange to say it has done 
a great deal of work. As a matter of fact, it represents days rather than hours. 
We have tried in this matter of oil and gas legislation with reference to the 
Bar, to avoid too much restriction on the output of gas. We have given a good 
deal of thought to the oil future, and in the hope that we may have protection 
provided for the state, the property owner and the large producers, I will say, 
when oil comes in paying quantities. Most of our work has been merged in 
that of the other committee. We have prepared a law authorizing the leasing 
by guardians. We have a very able committee on guardianship and the probate 
law, and they have covered that field thoroughly, so it makes our act unneces- 
sary. We also helped in the preparation of a conservation law, and we prepared 
and submitted our suggestions to the Governor’s Committee. We also met, the 
majority of us, at the call of the Attorney General, with various members of 
the State Legislature, including members of the Governor’s Committee. We 
passed our suggestions along, and that Committee, too, turned out a better 
law, I will say, than we had. We prepared another law then on the governing 
features of taxation, and that, too, was taken up and improved on and worked 
out by the Governor’s Committee. We have prepared other laws on the leas- 
ing, by political divisions, rules and regulations; that matter involves policies 
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on the part of the State. It is our 
idea to make those suggestions to the 
Governor’s Committee. We as a matter 
of fact have. It has been suggested 
that the two committees should meet 
and work together from now on, so if 
you will just give us credit for in sume 
unknown way, and suggest that these 
committees do the wise thing, and 
then let us continue our work, and 
render suggestions, and such aid as 
we can to the other committee, I think 
perhaps the country may be safe. 

MR. REDFERN: Mr. President. 

THE PRESIDENT: May I ask if 
there is anyone here from the Tenth 
Judicial Circuit. The Nominating 
Committee is short somebody from 
that Circuit, and if there is anyone 
here from that Circuit, the Nominat- 
ing Committee would like him to meet 
with them. 

Mr. Redfern? 

MR. REDFERN: I wish to ask 
Governor Carlton a question. We 
recognize you as an authority on oil 
leases. 

MR. CARLTON: That is an un- 
fortunate recognition. 

MR. REDFERN: And you recom- 
mended to us this morning that we 
strike out Paragraph 5 of Section 
745.02 pertaining to the leasing of oil, 
gas and mineral rights. Do you think 
that we should strike Section 6 also? 
Will you please look at that on page 
90? 

MR. CARLTON: That Section 5, 
as I understand it, provides that a 
guardian may make leases provided 
that his lease will last only until the 
ward has become twenty-one years 
old. 

“When the ward is a minor, no 
such lease shall extend beyond the 
time when such ward becomes twenty- 
one years of age, unless at that time 
the lessee shall have discovered upon 
the premises described in the lease 
such oil, gas or mineral as specified 
in the lease, in which event said lease 
shall remain in full force so long as 
any such oil, gas, or mineral shall be 
produced in paying quantities.” 


(To be Concluded in the June issue) 


Hotel GEORGE 


WASHINGTON 
300 Rooms with 
Bath hower. 


Girst class 
GARAGE In direct 
Connection with lobby. 
RATES ... from $3.00 


Bath and Shower. 


RATES... from $2.50 


[Hotel ae now in War Service | 
WEST PALM BEACH 


Hotel PENNSYLVANIA 
—formerly The Royal Worth— 
300 Rooms with Baths and Showers 
Open all the year. Outstanding hotel service and 
for 


Hotel GEORGE WASHINGTON 


200 Rooms with Baths and Showers 


Open all the Radio and every modem con- 
GARAGE 


service. 
we Reasonable Rates Posted in-Every Room 


ROBERT KLOEPPEL MANAGEMEN!? 


* 
JACKSONVILLE 
SAND 
Hotel 
waMAYFLOWER 
: NDITIONED, 
TIONAL Famed for its hospitality 
ain | OE en with lobb 
Bima 


lf Your Question Concerns 


INDUSTRIAL CO-OPERATIVE SOCIETIES 
INFANTS 
INJUNCTIONS 


INNKEEPERS 


Consult Volume 43 CORPUS JURIS SECUNDUM 
There you will find a complete restatement of ALL 
the law on ALL four subjects, based on ALL of 


the cases from 1658 to date. 


Each topic has its own exhaustive descriptive-word 
index which will lead you to the precise answer to 


your particular problem with speed and accuracy. 


THE AMERICAN LAW BOOK COMPANY 
272 Flatbush Avenue Extension Brooklyn 1, New York 


‘ 


TWO IMPORTANT FLORIDA PUBLICATIONS 


CARSON’S FLORIDA COMMON LAW 
PLEADING & PRACTICE 


Revised Edition 
A Practical Treatise on an Important Subject. Y 


A volume of 1325 pages. The text Treatise com- 
prises 325 pages and the Forms 1000 pages. There 
are nearly 600 Forms including pleas, extraordinary 
writs, writs of error to the Supreme Court and subse- 
quent pleading, nearly all of which have stood the 
test of the Courts. Price $20.00, delivered. 


ADKINS’ FLORIDA CRIMINAL 
PROCEDURE ACT ANNOTATED 


A Necessary Volume for every Lawyer 
who has a Criminal Case. 


In the absence of Court Decisions or prior Statutes 
in Florida the author has gone to other jurisdictions 
and obtained either statutory law or Court Decisions 
relative thereto. 


The Annotations are most complete and exhaustive 
and there is a large collection of necessary Forms. 
The 1944 Cumulative Supplement brings the work to 
date. 


Price with Supplement, $10.00. 1944 Supplement 
Separately, $3.00. 


Descriptive circulars mailed on request. 


THE HARRISON COMPANY 


Law Book Publishers 
ATLANTA 2, GEORGIA 


Serving The Legal Profession for More Than Thirty-Seven Years 


‘ 
| 


